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donorable Kenneth E. Vazsie
Judge of the Munisipal Court
Ingilewaod Judicial District
ane Regent Street

Inglewood, <& 50301

Dernr Judge Yasshe:

The Commission on Judicial Performabce has determined that
yvou shonld be publicly reproved for the following conduaci:

w1, Op Marech 2&, 1994, Judge Vassio called the case af &
defendant charged with driving under the influenca. Ler
attorney, Ceputy Pubklic Defendsr Ja2son Frkel, =tated that he
wizshod be sot the matter for a moblon te Suppress pursiant Lo
Fenal Code 5 L538.5 and Jury trial. The depuaty district
attorney advised the court that the case wag a 'DUL refusai’
and that an offer had been wade. Julge Yassie then said to the
defendant, ‘¥ou ubderstand...thas the alfar that theo
prosecutien has mede will nol & Tepeited.’ Her attorney said
fhat he had rolated the offer te the Aefendact. Judge Vassie
replisd, T am talRing Lo Per.s  HKr. Bubel said tnab he
objectad to the judge talking to nis clieat. This collogrey
followad:

THE COURT: What is yeur authority for that? &he has 3
right ta speak to me if I aslk ber somethivg, and 5 wou
interfere with thalb you arce in conterpt.

MR. RUBEL: Judge, tils is my <liemt. You have no right to
speak Lo her.

THE CoURT: FPlease stand. [fm finding you in contempt for
interfering with the lawful prooess of this court,

You are interrupting me.  Thisz is a gecend counk., IS
there anything you'd like to say akaut that; either the
interrupticn of ny conferring witli this defendant or your
intarrupticn?
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MR, ffAaRL:  Fudge, I represent her.
YHE COURT: Is there anything vou wish to say?

ER. ROGEZEL: Yes. T represent hor as her attorney,. [ you
wish to address her you address her Lthrough oo

THE COURT: What i= your sothority for that pesitisn?
MZ. BUBEL: T am har attoerney, Jadge.

TOE CRURT:  ¥ou arc in contempt.  You arve vemanded to the
Sfounty Jail far 5 days.

He. RBubel was valeased a few hours laterr. On April 5,
Fudge Vassie hald further prosesdings iIn which he stated that
ha waz wacating any previcus action taken against Mr. Rubal.

Judge vaszziets actions constituted an abuse of the oochiempk
power and an interference with the attorney-client roelationship
petwedan Hr. . fubel and his clicnt. Judge Vassie completely
failed to follow proper contempt proceduores.  He jailed Mr.
Fubel immedistely, with bo hearinod or writton order of )
contempt. Judge Vassles, who hes beesn a jucdge for UWenTy-51d
Years, wis obligeted to Koow or sesearch prapocr cobtempt
procedures.  The contewpt power, which permit=s o single
afficial to Seprive a citizen of his fubndamentzl Llibesty
intersat without all of whe pragedural safequards normalilly
accompanying such a deprivation, mast be used With great
prudencs and ocaubticn. Y 1s essential that judges know =nd
foliow propor procedures in exercising this power, which has
baen ecallad a court’s ‘ultimate weapen.’ (S=e, Furey v,
Commission on Judicial Perdormance (1987} 43 £al. 24 1297,
13id; Cannen V. Commisaion opn Judicial Parfermance {1575) 24
Cal, 3d &%8, 694, 4%98.)

In mitigation, Judge Vassle has acknowladged Lhat e
hatdled tChe matter improparly, and that e Lalled to follow
proper contempt procefures.

E. Judge Vassic has refuszed to exercise his discretion to
consider traffic school as a possible dispesition in traffic
mattors,  Judge Vassie has £old troaflfic litigants reguesting
trafific school thzw he did not give traffic school becausa it
waz ‘a joke,* and that he would not give troffic school until
the traffic sghool system, wnich the judge charasteclres as
‘oorcupt, ! was cleared up.



fg.‘—w.

Honorakle Eenneth B, Vassie
Papruary 248, 1998
Fage Thres

In wmitigatioh, Jadge Vassic has changsd his policy. e now
con=iders traffic scheool 25 a possible dispesition in tvaffig
matters, and exercises hiz discretion to grant or deny traffic
Fooel ol a case—hy-cage hasi=.

Judge Vasszle’s conducs in thase two matbers was corlracy to
Canch A af the California Code of Judicial Coaduct, which
provides that s judge should rezpsch and comply with the lauw
and should act at 211 times in a marner that promatves public
confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the jJudiciary,
and Canan 3GE(T1, which provides that a judge should be faithful
to the law

This public reproval is belrg fssaed with wour consenk.

vELy truly yours,

o 8 li\ét\ﬁw

YICTORIA E. HEFLEY
irgotgr~chief CSounsel



